Hyunyang Lim reversed from that of 1388, when he was still young and inexperienced. The position of Richard II was immeasurably stronger than it had been ten years ago, whereas the three senior Appellants, Richard FitzAlan earl of Arundel, Thomas Beauchamp earl of Warwick, and Thomas Woodstock duke of Gloucester, were politically marginalized as the king had gradually established his authority and assumed full control of the government. The time for revenge had come. On 10 July, 1397, Richard II arrested the lords without warning and put them on trial in parliament two month later. The pardons of the Lord Appellants were repealed; Arundel was tried for treason and finally beheaded; Warwick was banished for life to the Isle of Man. Gloucester, who had been imprisoned in Calais, was already dead by the time he was ordered to appear. The cause and the exact date of his death remain unknown; contemporary chroniclers generally agreed that the duke had been murdered and that the king himself had been deeply involved in the crime. 2 Gloucester was posthumously condemned for treason; and a document was presented to justify the sentence.
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This document, allegedly made by the duke himself before his death, is Gloucester's own confession of various offences he had committed during the struggle between the king and the Lord Appellants. According " 193-216 . 2 The author of Continuatio Eulogii claims that Richard II himself ordered Thomas Mowbray, the earl of Nottingham, "under threat of death," to kill the duke. The earl went to Calais and some of his followers "secretly and wickedly suffocated the duke by smothering him with a featherbed, letting it be known that he had died of natural causes" (371-9). The details of the duke's death by featherbed were publicly divulged in the Parliament of October 1399. See arrived at Calais castle at eight a.m., explained his commission to the duke, and told him that if there was anything he wished to say to the king, he should put it in writing. When Rickhill returned at 9 p.m. of the same day, the duke gave his written confession to Rickhill, "with his own hands" after reading it out "in person" (Given-Wilson 82). The confession was delivered to the king on 16 September, and then read out by Rickhill himself before parliament. Here the duke confessed that he had slandered the king and assented to the making of a commission to restrain the king's freedom and usurp royal power; he also confessed his armed procession into the king's presence, interception and unauthorized opening of royal letters, and countenancing of the other Lord Appellants' plan to depose the king. Appellants had become tense by the spring and early summer of 1397, when rumors of treasonous plots circulated. The plot could have been fabricated by the king to exact revenge on the lords since no evidence was submitted in the parliament to charge them with treason. If there had been no plot, however, Richard had every reason to suspect that there might be one; and the duke was aware of the king's suspicion. At one point in the confession the duke denied his involvement in any treasonous plots since he had reconciled with the king at Langley in 1388, when the king, in the presence of many lords gathered in the chapel of his manor at Langley, had "willingly and entirely" issued charters of pardon to the duke for any offences which he might have been said to have committed against the king's person, and had promised that he would never try on that account to condemn or harm him (Given-Wilson 81). By asserting his innocence in "recent offenses" (Given-Wilson 73), the duke might have attempted to save his life.
Gloucester did not realize, however, that what Richard wanted was neither the truth nor his repentance. The king desperately needed evidence to justify his indictment against the duke and solidify his claim to Gloucester's forfeited estates and holdings. The duke's appearance in Parliament had to be avoided at all costs since his eloquence might make a favorable impression on his listeners. By securing and then manipulating the written confession, Richard could accomplish his end while conveniently silencing the voice of the duke. Richard removed the duke's claim of innocence in "recent offenses" along with another part of the confession that recounted the duke's regret for his earlier crimes. When reading the confession before the parliament, Rickhill also left out the parts in which the duke pled for mercy and claimed his loyalty to the king (Given-Wilson 82) in order that the document could emphasize the duke's treacherous actions.
The historical incident of 1397, particularly Gloucester's confession that he intercepted the kings' letters, opened them "against his leave" (Given-Wilson 81), and used them to threaten him, is strongly reminiscent of the episode in The Man of Law's Tale, in which Donegild intercepts and forges royal letters. Enraged at her son Alla's marriage to a "strange creature" (697-700) and conversion to Christianity, Donegild conspires to destroy Custance by intercepting and forging letters. 3 While Alla is away campaigning against the Scots, Custance gives birth to a beautiful son, Mauricius. The king's constable sends a joyful message informing his lord of the birth of a prince, but Donegild intercepts the message while the king's messenger sleeps, intoxicated with the drinks she has offered. The counterfeit letter informs the king that the child is a "horrible feendly creature" (751) and that his mother has turned out to be an elf. Donegild's story is a fiction, a falsified version of what really happened. But her written message is still powerful enough to make Alla believe in its sincerity. Donegild again intercepts the king's reply to the constable that he will keep the child if such a birth is God's will and sends instead a counterfeit one commanding banishment of the prince and his mother.
Donegild's desire to appropriate power through manipulations of language is presented in a highly political context. For instance, the Man of Law uses in his commentary on her act of forgery such words as "tirannye" (779) and "traitorie" (781), emphasizing the potential of her actions for political subversion. Donegild knows how written texts could be manipulated as a powerful political instrument.
Contemporary chronicles attest to frequent interception and unauthorized opening of royal letters during the reign of Richard. In 1387, Gloucester and the other Lord Appellants seized Richard's diplomatic letters to France to accuse him of wanting to call on the French king for their destruction. The king's private correspondences were not secure either; according to Adam of Usk, Robert de Vere, one of the five "traitors" 3 All of the quotations from Chaucer's works in this paper are from The Riverside Chaucer. accused of treason by the three Lord Appellants in 1387, fled to Cheshire with royal lettters to raise an army on behalf of the king (Adam 11). When de Vere was defeated at Radcot Bridge, Richard's letters urging him to provide means against the Lord Appellants fell into the hands of the opponents and were shown to the king at the Tower of London, to which Richard had retreated after the defeat. Just as Richard did with Gloucester's confession, the Lords used these letters for political purposes during the Merciless Parliament to accuse the king with threats of deposition and to charge de Vere with treason (Saul 189 Gaunt concocted a story that Edmund Crouchback, the second son of Henry III, was in fact his first son and the legitimate heir but was held back in favor of the future Edward I because of his crooked back. Gaunt also claimed that Henry III created Edmund the duke of Lancaster and planned that his heirs should reign after Edward I. The duke of Lancaster was the great-grandfather of Duchess Blanche, Gaunt's wife and Henry IV's mother. Hence, the legitimacy of Henry IV's claim to the throne. In order to authenticate his story, Gaunt placed the forged chronicle in abbeys and monasteries and submitted it to the parliament of 1394. The whole story was a fabrication, but Gaunt's deeds suggest that he was keenly aware of the power of written words in constituting truth (Strohm, .
Another example comes from the articles of Richard's deposition in 1399, which illustrate Richard's understanding of the value of written record. Most of the accusations of Richard in the articles focus on how the king had arrogated the written law of the land to exploit his people. Not only had Richard destroyed "the rolls of the records" for his own benefit but also altered the rolls of Parliament and issued "sealed documents," commonly referred to as "blank charters," to confiscate his people's goods for himself (Green 245; 
III. Textual Mentality in The Man of Law's Tale
Chaucer's intention to introduce the textual and written culture of the Man of Law is apparent from the beginning of Fragment II, which opens with a calculation of time by the Host. Announcing that a "fourth part" (17) of the day is already gone, the Host urges the pilgrims to resume the tale-telling game without wasting any more time. According to Walter Ong, and that only gradually did they evolve into places where young men went to live and learn law (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) (19) (20) . Whether the lawyers of the fourteenth century received the same kind of education offered in the Inns of Court during the fifteenth century is not clear; however, evidence suggests that a developed taste for vernacular literature existed among lawyers even from the thirteenth century. Cupid's saints is designed to satirize the "punctilious lawyer who, on the verge of telling a tale of the ultimate proper, commits an error on a subject," which he still pretends to know well about ("Circulation" 289). 12 The disparity between The Legend of Good Women and the Man of Law's account of it seems intentional since it introduces Chaucer's skepticism about the stability of a written text; it is susceptible to manipulation and misunderstanding, and the author has no control over the ways in which his texts are represented to the reader.
The Man of Law's notorious claim in the Introduction that he will "speke in prose" (96) Most critics have tended to the view that the reference to "prose" (96) indicates a prose tale was originally to follow, possibly The Tale of Melibee.
But Ralph Elliott believes in the relevance between the Introduction and the tale proper and maintains that "I speke in prose" means "I normally speak in prose," by focusing on the medieval grammar of the sentence (96).
Tauno Mustanoja agrees with Ralph Elliott's explanation that in Middle
English the present tense often refers to habitual actions, while the future When the Man of Law finishes his tale, the Host praises the tale and asks the Parson, another "learned" person, to continue the game of tale-telling:
"This was a thrifty tale for the nones! / Sir Parisshe Prest," quod he, "for Goddes bones, / Telle us a tale, as was thi forward yore. / I se wel that ye lerned men in lord / Can moche good" (1165-9). The textual mentality embedded in this "lerned" man's performance cannot be explained apart from what had been happening in English society from the twelfth century.
IV. Written Culture and Its Literary Implications
According to Custance stands for "constancy itself," which is immune to the "finitude of writing" (Shoaf, "Circulation" 293 The "narrator" was thus a "romancer" a professional teller of tales in the vernacular, but his "tales" were legal pleadings and not romances in the modern sense. Yet in origin the technique of the legal narrator was probably similar to that of his namesake, the Singer of Tales The roles of an advocate and a poet underwent a similar process of change.
Written narrative began to replace oral pleadings by the 1300s, about the time when vernacular poets attempted to transform themselves from minstrels to "authors" (Clanchy 222) . The strong affinity between the roles of an "advocate" and a "poet" in late medieval society suggests a part of the environment in which Chaucer imposes an authorial image on the Man In the said parliament held at Westminster in the twenty-first year (1397), the portion of the said articles [Gloucester's confession] that pleased the king were read, and the portion of the said articles that were opposed to the intent and the purpose of the king were not read, nor known. And in addition to this, the portion of the said articles that were to the intent and purpose of the said king were proclaimed in each county of England, and that the said duke had confessed and known the said articles, so proclaimed, before William Rickhill, justice. 17
At the time of his meeting with the duke, Rickhill cautioned him to have a copy of the document for his own records. When finally delivering the confession to the king, Rickhill asked for an official copy in case the document might be "altered or amended, or its contents damaged or letters is the whole notion that written documents are unstable and susceptible to falsification. Both Donegild's letters and the duke's confession expose the instability of a written document and its "fictionality" (Strohm, Hochon's Arrow 6), the inextricable intermingling of truth and falsehood.
Strohm writes that every text, whether literary or historical, is basically "fabrication or fictional narrative that reflects the ideology, desire, and aspiration of the writer himself"; documents should be treated "less as records of events than as interpretations of events, inevitably reliant to one degree or another upon invention and fictional device" (Hochon's Arrow 4-6). In the willful disinformation of contemporary historical narratives,
Chaucer found an emblem of writing and textual transmission in general. 
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